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1. Real Party in Interest 

The real party in interest in this matter is Hughes Electronics Corporation in El Segundo, 
California (hereinafter "Hughes"). Hughes is the assignee of the present invention and 
application. Also, Hughes is a wholly owned subsidiary of General Motors Corporation. 

2. Related Appeals and Interferences 

There are no other known appeals or interferences which will directly affect or be directly 
affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

3. Status Of The Claims 

Claims 18-66 are currently pending and stand under final rejection, from which this 
appeal is taken. Claims 1-16 were withdrawn pursuant to a restriction requirement and canceled 
without prejudice to Applicant's right to file a divisional application therefor. Claim 17 was 
previously canceled. 

4. Status Of Amendments 

The Notice of Appeal was filed on May 5, 2003 in response to the Final Office Action 
mailed on February 13, 2003. An amendment after the final action was filed on April 10, 2003 
and the Office has indicated in the Advisory Action dated April 17, 2003 that it will be entered 
for purposes of appeal. 
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5. Summary Of The Invention 

For satellite services provided to a building after it has been constructed, it is often 
difficult to place the wires or the antenna in a manner that is aesthetically pleasing. For example, 
wires cannot be conveniently run within walls and the satellite dish typically is a parabolic 
antenna that protrudes from the roof or the side of the house. Additionally, moving the television 
or personal computer to another room involves re-routing the wires or adding additional wires to 
the home. Furthermore, as discussed on page 2 lines 1-9 of the specification, many multi-unit 
condominiums, apartment complexes and housing developments are subject to strict association 
regulations governing use of conventional satellite antennas for reception of satellite based 
services. Apartment building owners have also been known to impose restrictions that prevent 
tenants from mounting satellite dishes on the roof or the balcony of their respective units. 

The present invention seeks to overcome these problems by providing a satellite ready 
building that allows users to move and "plug-in" the user device, for example, a television or 
computer, into various rooms of the building. The building is wired prior to installation of the 
drywall and so the wires are hidden within the walls to form an aesthetically pleasing building. 
Low profile antenna(s) and matching (low profile) radome(s) within which the antenna(s) are 
housed do not protrude like current satellite antennas mounted on roof tops. The radome can be 
selected to have a color that matches the roof (or siding) that it is mounted on so that it blends in. 
(See the specification,for example, page 6, lines 7-15) Thus the antennas and radomes are more 
likely to be acceptable to condominium associations and the like. (See specification, for 
example, page 2, lines 10-22.) 
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Another advantage of the invention is that builders can install satellite wires throughout 
the house when they are building it so that it will be easier for the owners to view satellite TV in 
any room (or all rooms) of the building since all they will have to do is plug-in the TV(s) to the 
appropriate outlet(s)/satellite wire termination(s), 

A satellite ready building (10) comprises a plurality of studs (20) and sateUite 
wires (26) positioned adjacent to the studs (20) having a first termination (28) and a second 
termination (30), the first termination being positioned outside the building. A connector (32) is 
coupled to the second termination of the satellite wires. A drywall layer (22) is coupled to the 
studs to substantially enclose the satellite wires therein and a radome (14) encloses the first 
termination (28). See for example Figs. 1, 2, 3A and 3B and Claim 21. A satellite antenna (24) 
may be positioned within the radome (14). (See for example, specification page 5, lines 11-14, 
Fig. 2 and claim 22). The radome is low-profile sized to contain the satellite antenna (claim 23). 
The radome has a color to substantially match a roof color (claim 24, specification page 5, lines 
5-7 and page 6, lines 7-15). The satellite may comprise a flat antenna (claim 25), or a phase 
array antenna (claim 27, Fig. 5 ) or a variable-inclination-continuous-transverse stub (claim 28, 
Fig. 4). For a discussion of suitable antennas see for example pages 5-9 of the specification. 
The connector (32) comprises an universal connector (claim 18). The universal connector 
comprises a phone jack, a cable TV jack and a satellite jack, (claim 19) or a LAN jack (claim 
20). See the specification, for example, page 9, lines 1-10. 
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The satellite ready building may be any type of building including commercial buildings, 
multiple-unit family dwellings and single family homes (see specification, for example, page 4, 
lines 18-21). In the present application the phrase "multiple unit buildings" or similar terms are 
intended to cover various types of buildings including commercial buildings and multiple-unit 
family dwellings and buildings with multiple rooms. Claims 29-66 are directed to a multiple 
unit building, a multiple unit satellite ready building and a method of forming the same. 

6. Issues 

The following issues are presented in this appeal, all of which correspond directly to the 
Examiner's final grounds for rejection in the Final Office Action dated February 13, 2003: 

(1) Whether Claims 29-66 contain subject matter which was described in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor, at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention and meet 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph requirements. 

(2) Whether Claims 29-66 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention and whether the limitations of these previously added claims, namely, third 
and fourth terminations, a second radome and the mounting surface being siding, are new 
matters. 
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(3) Whether Claims 30-43 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention since the preamble of claim 29 recites " A multiple unit building 
comprising:..." and the preambles of the dependent claims 30-43 recite "A building....". 

(4) Whether Claims 58-66 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention since the preamble of independent claim 57 recites " A multiple unit 
satellite ready building comprising:..." and the preambles of the dependent claims 58-66 
recite "A building....". 

(5) Whether claims 21 and 18-20 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Oliver (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,166,329, hereinafter, ''Oliver"') in view of McDonald (U.S. Patent No. 6,335,753, 
hereinafter, ''McDonald') and DeMarre (U.S. Patent No. 6,037,912). 

(6) Whether claims 21-23, 25, 27, 29-39, 41-43, and 57-65 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) over Oliver in view of McDonald and DeMarre. 

(7) Whether claims 24, 40 and 66 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Oliver in 
view of McDonald and DeMarre and Radov (U.S. Patent No. 4,710,778, hereinafter, 
''Radov"). 

(8) Whether claims 26, 28, 38, and 65 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Oliver in 
view of DeMarre and Spano (U.S. Patent No. 6,204,823, hereinafter, "Spano") and 
Iwamura (U.S. Patent No. 5,940,028, hereinafter "Iwamura"), 

(9) Whether claims 45-56 are patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Oliver in view of 
DeMarre and Spano and Iwamura. 
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7. Grouping of Claims 

The rejected claims have been grouped together into groups by the Examiner in each of the 
rejections. The Appellant beheves, however, that each of the rejected claims stands on its own 
recitation and is separately patentable for the reasons set forth in more detail below. 

8. Arguments 

(1) Claims 29-66 stand finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph as 
allegedly containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor, at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The Examiner alleges that the 
"specification and the drawings only show satellite wires 26 have a first termination 28 enclosed 
within a radome 14 and a plurality of other second terminations 30 in the various rooms of the 
house. The first termination 28 is to be coupled to the satellite receiving device or antenna. 
Second terminations 30 are coupled to a connector 32. (Page 5, lines 11-20). And also the 
radome 14 is shown mounted upon shingles 38 of roof 16 (fig. 3a). The second embodiment of a 
radome 14 is installed during the installation of roof 16 so that radome 14 is partially under 
shingles 38 (fig. 3b).and (page 6, lines 3-10)." 

Appellant respectfully submits that a multiple-unit satellite ready building is clearly 
contemplated in the present application. Page 4, line 19, states that, "However, those skilled in 
the art would recognize that the satellite ready concept is applicable to various types of buildings 
including conmiercial buildings and multiple-unit family dwellings." Page 5, lines 1-2 states 
that, "Referring now to Figure 1, a building such as a house 10 has a satellite ready installation 
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12 (only part of which is shown)." Although Fig. 1 refers to a house 10, the house 10 is more 
broadly referred to as a building. Thus, the building could be a multiple-unit family dwelhng or 
a conmiercial building. It should be also noted that Fig. 1 is a perspective view of a satellite 
ready house according to the present invention. The perspective view only shows one portion of 
the roof, the front side, and the right side of the building. Also, the cutaway portion of the front 
elevational view shown in Fig. 2 is also only one view of the building. For a multi-unit building, 
more than one system would be included on a building. Multi-unit buildings were clearly 
contemplated by the present application. Appellant raised these and other arguments in the 
Amendment after Final Action that was filed on April 10, 2003 and requested the Examiner to 
reconsider this rejection. 

Appellant also indicated willingness to amend Fig. 1 or add a new view to show more 
detail of the multi-unit dwelling contemplated. It should also be noted that on page 5, line 25 of 
the specification, it states, "Also, those skilled in the art would recognize that more than one 
satellite antenna 24 and more than one radome 14 may be installed on a roof 16 if various 
services require various directional pointing or other types of antennas." Thus, each radome for 
each system would have a termination as taught by the present invention. Applicant respectfully 
believes that since the multi-unit dwelling is described in the present application, that such an 
addition would not be new matter. However, although the Examiner indicated in the Advisory 
Action that the Amendment after Final Action would be entered upon Appeal, the Examiner did 
not conmient specifically concerning these arguments and offer to present new or amended 
drawings (without addition of new matter). 
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It is respectfully submitted that for the foregoing reasons, the rejection should be 
withdrawn. 



(2) Claims 29-66 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, §112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for faiUng to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. The Examiner states that the third and fourth terminations, 
the second radome and the mounting surface being siding are considered new matters. As 
discussed above, Appellant believes that, along with one radome, more than one radome is 
clearly contemplated by the discussion in the specification (pointed-to above) for appropriate 
applications such as in a multi-unit building ( for example, building with many rooms or suites or 
apartments). Also, multiple terminations for various rooms/units are also contemplated since it is 
clearly stated in the specification that "the satellite wires 26 preferably extend to nearly every 
room in the house and more preferably extend to every room in the house" (see for example, 
page 5, lines 15-17). On page 5, lines 3-5, for example, it is also stated that a radome may be 
"installed upon a roof or vertically on the siding of the home". Therefore, Appellant believes 
that these limitations are not new matter. Also, as mentioned above, Appellant is willing to 
amend the drawings upon the Examiner's request. 

(3) Claims 30-43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention due to preambles of the dependent claims not being consistent 
with the preambles of the respective independent claim(s) from which they depend. 
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The Appellant amended claims 30-43 to make the preambles consistent in the 
Amendment after Final action. Appellant believes that these amendments overcome this 
rejection. Although the Examiner indicated in the Advisory Action that the Amendment would 
be entered upon appeal, the Examiner did not comment on these amendments or explicitly 
withdraw this rejection in the Advisory action. Either withdrawal of the rejection by the 
Examiner or reversal of the Examiner's rejection by the Board is requested. 

(4) Claims 58-66 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention due to preambles that are not consistent with the preambles of 
the independent claim(s) from which they depend. 

The Appellant amended claims 58-66 to make the preambles consistent with their 
independent claims in the Amendment after Final action. Appellant believes that these 
amendments overcome this rejection. Although the Examiner indicated in the Advisory Action 
that the Amendment would be entered upon appeal, the Examiner did not comment on these 
amendments or explicitly withdraw this rejection in the Advisory action. Either withdrawal of 
the rejection by the Examiner or reversal of the Examiner's rejection by the Board is requested. 
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(5) Claims 21 and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Oliver (6,166,329) in view of McDonald (6,335,753) and DeMarre (6,037,912), Applicant 
respectfully traverses. 

Claim 21 is an independent claim with claims 18-20 dependent therefrom. Claim 21 
includes a plurality of studs, satellite wires positioned adjacent to the studs and having a first 
termination positioned outside the building, a connector coupled to a second termination, a 
drywall layer substantially enclosing the satellite wires therein, and a radome that encloses the 
first termination. As stated in the previous Office Action, Oliver merely teaches electrical wires 
positioned within the wall. Oliver does not teach or suggest anything related to satellites. The 
McDonald reference illustrates phone wires positioned within a wall that carry reception from a 
satellite. The DeMarre reference is directed to a low profile bi-directional antenna. Although a 
radome 104 is illustrated in the DeMarre reference, as shown, the radome has a connector 112 
that is mounted to the antenna components housed within the radome 104. The connector 
protrudes from a hole in the radome sidewall 107, for connecting an extemal transmission line 
113 such as a coaxial cable (Col. 3, lines 50-54). Thus, the coaxial cable does not have a 
termination within the radome. The termination of the coaxial cable is outside the radome. The 
signal is transmitted from within the radome to the coaxial cable through the connection 112 
positioned on the outside of the radome. Thus, the element of "a radome enclosing said first 
termination" is not taught or suggested by the DeMarre reference. Thus, even if the references 
are combined, all the elements of claim 21 are not shown. 

The Examiner states that, "The motivation for substituting Oliver's disclosure with 
McDonald's satellite wire and DeMarre would have been to provide the satellite signal into the 
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building for TV, Internet service, cellular phone, etc. and protecting the antenna from exposing 
to UV." Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner is deriving 'motivation* from the 
teachings of the present application. Oliver does not teach or suggest anything to do with 
satellites. McDonald mentions a v^ired connection but fails to teach studs and drywall and a 
termination with a radome. In fact, the McDonald reference does not teach or suggest the use of 
a radome. The DeMarre reference teaches a radome with an antenna therein but fails to teach 
the wire termination within the radome. Also, the DeMarre reference fails to teach studs, 
drywall and placing the wires within the walls. Applicant respectfully submits that the 
motivation is merely impermissible hindsight gained from the teachings of the present invention. 
It is improper, in determining whether a person of ordinary skill in the art would have been led to 
this combination of references, simply to "[use] that which the inventor taught against the 
teacher." W. L. Gore v. Garlock, Inc.. 721 F. 2d 1540, 1553, 220 USPQ 303, 312-13 (Fed. Cir. 
1983). "Obviousness may not be established using hindsight or in view of the teachings or 
suggestions of the inventor." Para-Ordnance Mfg. V. SOS Importers Int'l , 73 F. 3d at 1087, 37 
USPQ2d at 1239, citing W. L. Gore & Assocs., Inc. v. Garlock, Inc., 721 F.2d at 1551, 1553, 
220 USPQ at 311, 312-13. 

Further, even if the references are combined, the present claims are not suggested. For 
example, the present invention as claimed provides a satellite ready building that allows users to 
move and "plug-in" the user device, for example, a television or computer, into the connector for 
receiving and/or sending satellite communication. Although "outlets tend to be standardized for 
use such as electrical or phone" as pointed out by the Examiner, none of the references cited by 
the Examiner teach or suggest a "satellite ready building". Although the Examiner has cited 
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references that show electrical wiring in houses and standardized phone jacks etc., the Examiner 
has failed to show a reference that suggests a "satellite ready building" as claimed. 

Claims 18-20 are further limitations of claim 21 and are believed to be allowable for the 
same reasons set forth above. 

(6) Claims 21-23, 25, 27, 29-39, 41-43, and 57-65 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oliver in view of McDonald and DeMarre, Applicant 
respectfully traverses. 

The rejection of claim 21 is addressed above and the arguments are also applicable here. 
Claims 22-23, 25 and 27 should be allowable for the same reasons set forth above with respect to 
claim 21. 

The recitation of Claim 29 is directed to a multiple-unit dwelling that has more than one 
radome and associated terminations. Arguments made earlier with respect to Claim 21 are also 
applicable here. 

Claims 30-39 and 41-43 are believed to be allowable for the same reasons set forth above 
with respect to claim 21. 

Claim 44 is a method for forming a multiple-unit satellite ready building that addresses 
installing satellite wire within walls of a multiple unit satellite ready building so as to form a 
second termination in a first unit in the building and in a second unit to form a fourth 
termination. The satellite wires are coupled to satellite jacks. Applicant respectfully believes 
that Claim 44 and claims 45-56 which depend therefrom are allowable. Claim 44 has not been 
rejected over art. Since the 35 U.S.C. 112 first and second paragraph rejections are 
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believed to have been overcome Claim 44 should be allowable. Claimis 45-56 which depend 
directly or indirectly from Claim 44 should also be allowable* Claims 45-56 believed to be 
allowable generally for the same reasons as claim 44 and further due to the additional limitations 
recited therein. 

Claim 57 is directed to a multiple unit satellite ready building. Claim 57, like Claim 29 
recites more than one radome. Satellite wires having first, second, third and fourth terminations 
are provided for distributing satellite signals therethrough. A first connector is coupled to the 
second termination within a first unit of the building. A second connector is coupled to the 
fourth termination within a second unit of the building. The first and third terminations are 
positioned outside the building and are enclosed respectively within the first radome and the 
second radome. The radomes are disposed on the building contiguously with the surface. As 
mentioned earlier this addresses the problem that condominium associations and the like have 
with protruding satellite dishes mounted on the roof or balconies of buildings by providing 
satellite antennas housed in radomes that are disposed on the building contiguously with a 
surface so as to be more likely to be acceptable to condominium associations and the like. Other 
arguments made earlier in connection with Claim 21 are also applicable here. 

Claims 58-65 which depend directly or indirectly from Claim 57 should also be allowable 
for the reasons discussed above in connection with Claims 21 and 57 and further due to the 
additional limitations recited therein. 



Serial No. 09/542,243 Page 15 

(7) Claims 24, 40 and 66 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
Oliver in view of McDonald and DeMarre and Radov, Claims 24, 40 and 66 are believed to be 
generally allowable for reasons discussed above in connection with the independent claims from 
which they directly or indirectly depend. 

(8) Claims 26, 28, 38, 45-56, and 65 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oliver in view of DeMarre and Spano and Iwamura. 
As described above, the Oliver and DeMarre reference have missing elements and do not 
provide the motivation for the proposed combination. Spano teaches an antenna within a 
housing. However, Spano fails to teach that a first termination is positioned within the housing 
outside the building and a second termination is positioned within the building. The Spano and 
Iwamura references fail to teach or suggest the combination or the termination within a 
radome. Therefore, dependent claims 26, 28, 38, and 65 are believed to be allowable for 
the same reason set forth above with respect to the independent claims. 

(9) Claims 45-56 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Oliver in 
view of DeMarre and Spano and Iwamura, Claim 44 is a method for forming a multiple-unit 
satellite ready building that addresses installing satellite wire within walls of a multiple unit 
satellite ready building so as to form a second termination in a first unit in the building and to 
form a fourth termination in a second unit. The satellite wires are coupled to satellite jacks. 
Applicant respectfully believes that Claim 44 and claims 45-56 which depend therefrom are 
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allowable. Claim 44 has not been rejected over art Since the 35 U.S.C. 112 first and 
second paragraph rejections are believed to have been overcome Claim 44 should be 
allowable. Claims 45-56 which depend directly or indirectly from Claim 44 should also be 
allowable. Claims 45-56 believed to be allowable for the same reasons as claim 44. 
Additionally, arguments presented above conceming the cited references in connection with 
other claims should also be considered here as appropriate. 

9. Appendix 

A copy of each of the claims involved in this appeal, namely claims 18-66, is attached hereto as 
Appendix A. 

10. Conclusion 

For the reasons advanced above, Appellant respectfully contends that each claim is patentable. 
Therefore, reversal of all rejections is requested. 



Dated: June 26, 2003 

Hughes Electronics Corporation 
Building 001 MJS A109 
200 N. Sepulveda Blvd. 
P.O. Box 956 

El Segundo, CA 90245-0856 
(310) 662-9919 



Respectfully submitted. 




Vij^yalikshmi D. Duraiswamy 
Registration No. 31,505 
Attorney for Appellant 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

APPENDIX A 

Claim 18. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 21 wherein said 
connector comprises a universal connector. 

Claim 19. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 18 wherein said 
universal connector comprises a phone jack, a cable TV jack, and a satellite jack. 

Claim 20. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 19 wherein said 
universal connector comprises a LAN jack. 

Claim 21. A satellite ready building comprising: 
a plurality of studs; 

satellite wires positioned adjacent to said studs having a first termination 
and a second termination, said first termination positioned outside the building; 

a connector coupled to said second termination of said satellite wire; 

a drywall layer coupled to said studs to substantially enclose the satellite 

wires therein; and 

a radome enclosing said first termination. 

Claim 22. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 21 further comprising a 
satellite antenna positioned within said radome. 



Claim 23. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 22 where radome is low- 
profile sized to contain said sateUite antenna therein. 
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Claim 24. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 22 wherein said radome has a 
color to substantially match a roof color. 

Claim 25. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 22 wherein said antenna 
comprises a flat antenna. 

Claim 26. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 22 further comprising a 
remote control for positioning said antenna. 

Claim 27. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 22 wherein said antenna 
comprises a phase array antenna. 

Claim 28. A satellite ready building as recited in claim 22 wherein said antenna 
comprises a variable-inclination-continuous-transverse-stub. 

Claim 29. A multiple unit building comprising: 

satellite wires having a first termination, a second termination^ a third termination 
and a fourth termination, said first termination and said third termination positioned outside the 
building; 

a first connector coupled to said second termination; 

a second connector coupled to said fourth termination; and 
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Claim 30. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 29 wherein said second 
termination is positioned in a first unit of the multiple unit building and said fourth termination is 
positioned in a second unit of the multiple unit building. 

Claim 31. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 29 wherein the first radome 
and the second radome are coextensive. 

Claim 32. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 29 wherein said first and 
second connector comprise a universal connector. 

Claim 33. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 32 wherein said universal 
connector comprises a phone jack, a cable TV jack, and a satellite TV jack. 

Claim 34. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 32 wherein said universal 
connector comprises a LAN jack. 

Claim 35. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 32 further comprising a first 
satellite antenna and a second satellite antenna positioned respectively within said first radome 
and said second radome. 
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Claim 36. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 35 wherein said first satellite 
antenna and said second satellite antenna comprise a flat antenna. 

Claim 37. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 35 wherein said first satellite 
antenna and said second satellite antenna comprise a phase array antenna. 

Claim 38. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 35 wherein said first satellite 
antenna and said second satellite antenna comprise a variable-inclination-continuous-transverse- 
stub. 

Claim 39. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 29 wherein said first radome 
and said second radome are low-profile. 

Claim 40. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 29 wherein said first radome 
and said second radome have a color that substantially matches a roof color. 

Claim 41, A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 29 wherein said first radome 
and said second radome are contiguous with a mounting surface. 

Claim 42. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 41 wherein the mounting 
surface is a roof. 
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Claim 43. A multiple-unit building as recited in claim 41 wherein the mounting 

surface is siding. 

Claim 44. A method of forming a multiple unit satellite ready building comprising 
the steps of: 

installing satellite wire within walls of the building; 
installing a radome on the building; 

terminating the satellite wire to form a first termination outside the building 
within the radome; 

terminating the satellite wire in a first unit of the building to form a second 

termination; 

terminating the satellite wire to form a third termination outside the building 
within the radome; 

terminating the satellite wire in a second unit of the building to form a fourth 
termination; and 

coupling the satellite wires to satellite jacks. 
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Claim 45. A method as recited in claim 44 wherein terminating the satellite wire to form 
a first termination outside the building within the radome and terminating the satellite wire to 
form a third termination outside the building within the radome comprises: 

terminating the satellite wire to form the first termination outside the building 
within a first radome; and 

terminating the satellite wire to form the third termination outside the building 
within a second radome. 

Claim 46. A method as recited in claim 44 wherein the radome is low-profile sized 
to contain a satellite antenna therein and is colored to match the surrounding roof material. 

Claim 47. A method as recited in claim 44 wherein the radome has a color to 
substantially match a roof color. 

Claim 48. A method as recited in claim 44 further comprising the step of installing 
a satellite antenna in the radome and coupling the satellite wire to the antenna. 

Claim 49. A method as recited in claim 48 wherein the satellite antenna is a low 
profile antenna. 
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Claim 50. A method as recited in claim 44 wherein said step of terminating the 

satellite wire to form a first termination comprises the step of terminating the satellite wire 
adjacent to a roof of the building. 

Claim 51. A method as recited in claim 44 wherein said step of terminating the 

satellite wire to form a first termination comprises the step of terminating the satellite wire 
adjacent to a siding of the building. 

Claim 52. A method as recited in claim 44 further comprising the step of coupling a 
television to said jack. 

Claim 53. A method as recited in claim 44 further comprising the step of coupling a 
personal computer to said jack. 

Claim 54. A method as recited in claim 44 wherein the step of installing the radome 
comprises installing the radome contiguous with a surface of the building. 

Claim 55. A method as recited in claim 54 wherein the surface comprises a roof. 



Claim 56. 



A method as recited in claim 54 wherein the surface comprises a side. 
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Claim 57. A multiple unit satellite ready building comprising: 

satellite wires having a first termination, a second termination a third termination 
and a fourth termination, said first termination and said third termination positioned outside the 
building, said satellite wires for distributing satellite signals therethrough; 

a first connector coupled to said second termination within a first unit of the 

building; 

a second connector coupled to said fourth termination within a second unit of the 

building; and 

a first radome disposed on the building contiguously with a surface, said first 
radome enclosing said first termination; and 

a second radome disposed on the building contiguously with a surface, said 
second radome enclosing said third termination. 

Claim 58. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 57 wherein the 
satellite signals comprise computer signals and television signals. 

Claim 59. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 57 wherein said 
first and second connector comprise a universal connector. 

Claim 60. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 59 wherein said 
universal connector comprises a phone jack, a cable TV jack, and a satellite TV jack. 
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Claim 61. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 59 wherein said 
universal connector comprises a LAN jack. 



Claim 62. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 57 further 
comprising a first satellite antenna and a second satellite antenna positioned respectively within 
said first radome and said second radome. 

Claim 63. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 62 wherein said 
first satellite antenna and said second satellite antenna comprise a flat antenna. 

Claim 64. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 62 wherein said 
first satellite antenna and said second satellite antenna comprise a phase array antenna. 

Claim 65. A multiple-unit satellite ready building as recited in claim 62 wherein said 
first satellite antenna and said second satellite antenna comprise a variable-inclination- 
continuous-transverse-stub. 

Claim 66. A multiple-unit satelUte ready building as recited in claim 57 wherein said 
first radome and said second radome have a color to substantially match a surface color. 



